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PER CURI AM

Elton Lee WIllians, a Virginia inmate, appeals the
district court’s order denying relief on his 42 US. C § 1983
(2000) conplaint and his clainms pursuant to the Religious Land Use
and Institutionalized Persons Act [RLU PA]. To the extent the
district court found that Wllians failed to establish a violation

of his constitutional rights, we affirm on the reasoning of the

district court. See WIllians v. Angel one, No. CA-01-00274-7 (WD.
Va. Mar. 31, 2003).

The district court relied on its decision in Madi son v.

Riter, 240 F. Supp.2d 566 (WD. Va. 2003), to deny WIllians relief
under 8§ 1983 based on his RLU PA clains. After the district court
entered judgnent in WIllianms’s action, this Court reversed the
district court’s holding in Mdison on Decenber 8, 2003.

Madi son v. Riter, 355 F.3d 310 (4th Gr. 2003). Accordingly, we

vacate the district court’s order denying WIllians’s RLU PA cl ai ns
and remand those clainmse to the district court for further
proceedi ngs. W dispense with oral argunent because the facts and
| egal contentions are adequately presented in the material before

the court and argunment woul d not aid the decisional process.
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